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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Response 

In Applicant's Response dated 9/27/2010, Applicant amended claims 6, 14, 18, 
26, 30 and 33-38; and argued against all objections and rejections previously set forth in 
the Office action dated 4/28/2010. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6, 7, 10-19, 22-31 and 33-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Edwards et al (US Patent 6459442 B1), hereinafter 
"Edwards" in view of Moran et al (US Patent 5471578), hereinafter "Moran." 

As to independent claim 6, Edwards teaches a graphic user interface for an 
electronic device with a display (column 1 lines 64-66) comprising: 

a global drawing surface (Fig 1 reference character 104, the area contained 
within the bordered region of the display) on which different graphic elements can be 
created, said different graphic elements existing on said global drawing surface (column 
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4 lines 53-59, Edwards teaches using freehand strokes to define events to produce on 
the display); and 

a display-and-control graphic element (graphic segments and behaviors) on said 
global drawing surface having a local drawing surface (Fig 1 , the local drawing surface 
is any area located with the global drawing surface) on which additional graphic 
elements can be created (column 5 lines 14-37, Edwards teaches graphic segments 
and associated strokes being drawn on a localized area of the display), said display- 
and-control graphic element having a viewable area (Fig 1), said display-and-control 
graphic element being configured such that said additional graphic elements on said 
local drawing surface are managed by said display-and-control graphic but exist on said 
global drawing surface (column 5 lines 3-37, Edwards teaches strokes, behaviors, and 
graphic segments can be utilized on any region of the display). However Edwards, does 
not teach said display-and-control graphic that can selectively display a portion of said 
local drawing surface such that some of said local drawing surface is not displayed. 
Cropping and clipping are well known terms used to describe resizing, trimming, and 
hiding of certain areas of a display. It is also well known in the art that cropping and 
clipping can occur by the user selecting a portion of a display to be viewed. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have included cropping or clipping with Edwards' system to allow 
a user to focus on a primary subject and sharpening an area by cropping or clipping 
simply creates a clearer, better looking layout which is important when paying attention 
to detail is critical. 
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Edward does not teach wherein a first graphic element of said additional graphic 
elements is displayed in said display-and-control graphic element on the local drawing 
surface and a second graphic element of said different graphic elements is displayed 
outside of said display-and-control graphic element on the global drawing surface, and 
wherein said second graphic element outside of said display-and-control graphic 
element has a defined operational relationship with said first graphic element in said 
display-and-control graphic element such that one of said first and second graphic 
elements is controlled by the other element of the said first and second graphic 
elements. 

Moran teaches wherein a first graphic element of said additional graphic 
elements is displayed in said display-and-control graphic element on a local drawing 
surface and a second graphic element of said different graphic elements is displayed 
outside of said display-and-control graphic element on a global drawing surface, and 
wherein said second graphic element outside of said display-and-control graphic 
element has a defined operational relationship with said first graphic element in said 
display-and-control graphic element such that one of said first and second graphic 
elements is controlled by the other element of the said first and second graphic 
elements (Fig. 1 I (a) - 1 l(c), column 7 lines 21-39). The combing of the graphical 
elements therefore provides a universal control of the graphical elements as one 
element. 

Both Edward and Moran are directed to a universal tool system using freeform to 
direct functionality onto objects. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
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have combined the teachings of Edward and Moran to allow for alteration of user 
selection without going through laborious tasks of redrawing the entire gesture. 

As to dependent claim 7, Edwards teaches said display-and-control graphic 
element is configured such that said local drawing surface provides a same operational 
environment as said global drawing surface (column 2 lines 7-9, column 4 lines 13-31 
Edwards teaches the user interface being implemented in a display editing system). 

As to dependent claim 10, Edwards in view of Moran as discussed above 
teaches wherein said first graphic element in said display-and-control graphic element 
and said second graphic element on said global drawing surface are configured such 
that said first graphic element is controlled by said second graphic element (column 2 
lines 35-42, Edwards teaches that the segment controller, regardless if it is the first or 
second graphic element, can control the output of a selected segment). Moran teaches 
combining the first and second graphical element (Fig. 1 l(a) - 1 1 (c), column 7 lines 21- 
39). The combing of the graphical elements therefore provides a universal control of the 
graphical elements as one element. 

As to dependent claim 11, Edwards in view of Moran as discussed above 
teaches wherein said first graphic element in said display-and-control graphic element 
and said second graphic element on said global drawing surface are configured such 
that said second graphic element is controlled by said first graphic element (column 2 
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lines 35-42, Edwards teaches that the segment controller, regardless if it is the first or 
second graphic element, can control the output of a selected segment). Moran teaches 
combining the first and second graphical element (Fig. 1 l(a) - 1 l(c), column 7 lines 21- 
39). The combing of the graphical elements therefore provides a universal control of the 
graphical elements as one element. 

As to dependent claim 12, Edwards teaches wherein said different graphic 
elements, said additional graphic elements and said display-and-control graphic 
element can be saved as a log, including relative positions and functional associations 
of said different graphic elements, said additional graphic elements and said display- 
and-control graphic element (column 8 line 40 through column 9 line 18). 

As to dependent claim 13, Edwards teaches a second display-and-control 
graphic element on said global drawing surface, said second display-and-control 
graphic element including a graphic element that is functionally linked with a particular 
graphic element, said particular graphic element being one of said different graphic 
elements on said global drawing surface or one of said additional graphic elements in 
said display-and-control graphic element (Fig 17, column 10 lines 36-52). 

As to dependent claim 14, Edwards teaches a second display-and-control 
graphic element on said local drawing surface of said display-and-control graphic 
element such that said second display-and-control graphic element is located within 
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said display-and-control graphic element, said second display-and-control graphic 
element including a graphic element that is functionally linked with a particular graphic 
element, said second display-and-control graphic element having the same 
characteristics of said display-and-control graphic element, said particular graphic 
element being one of said different graphic elements on said global drawing surface or 
one of said additional graphic elements in said display-and-control graphic element (Fig 
17, column 10 lines 36-52). 

As to dependent claim 15, Edwards teaches a graphic control device on said 
global drawing surface, said graphic control device being functionally linked with a 
particular graphic element of said additional graphic elements in said display-and- 
control graphic element such that a relative layering position of said particular graphic 
element is controlled by said graphic control device (Fig 19 and 20, column 53-65). 

As to dependent claim 16, Edwards teaches a second display-and-control 
graphic element associated with a particular graphic element of said different graphic 
elements, said second display-and-control graphic element being configured to be 
activated to modify a property of said particular graphic element (column 5 lines 7-13). 

As to dependent claim 17, Edwards teaches said second display-and-control 
graphic element is one of a set of display-and-control graphic elements, each display- 
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and-control graphic element of said set being configured to be activated to modify a 
unique property of said particular graphic element (column 5 lines 7-13). 

As to independent claim 18, is rejected under the same reasoning as claim 6. 
As to dependent claims 19 and 22-29, they are rejected under the same 
reasoning as claims 7 and 10-17, respectively. 

As to independent claim 30, Edwards teaches a method for providing a 
computer environment comprising: 

generating a display-and-control graphic element having a local drawing surface 
(Fig 1 , the local drawing surface is any area located with the global drawing surface) on 
a global drawing surface (Fig 1 reference character 104, the area contained within the 
bordered region of the display), said display-and-control graphic element having a 
viewable area (Fig 1 ) ; and 

creating a first graphic element on said local drawing surface of said display-and- 
control graphic element such that said first graphic element is managed by said display- 
and-control graphic but exist on said global drawing surface (column 5 lines 3-37, 
Edwards teaches strokes, behaviors, and graphic segments can be utilized on any 
region of the display). However Edwards, does not teach said display-and-control 
graphic that can selectively display a portion of said local drawing surface such that 
some of said local drawing surface is not displayed. Cropping and clipping are well 
known terms used to describe resizing, trimming, and hiding of certain areas of a 
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display. It is also well known in the art that cropping and clipping can occur by the user 
selecting a portion of a display to be viewed. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have included cropping or clipping with Edwards' system to allow 
a user to focus on a primary subject and sharpening an area by cropping or clipping 
simply creates a clearer, better looking layout which is important when paying attention 
to detail is critical. 

Edward does not teach creating a second graphic element on said global 
drawing surface local drawing surface outside of said display-and-control graphic 
element; and defining an operational relationship between said graphic element in said 
display-and-control graphic element and said second graphic element outside of said 
display-and-control graphic element. 

Moran teaches creating a second graphic element on said global drawing surface 
outside of said display-and-control graphic element; and defining an operational 
relationship between said graphic element in said display-and-control graphic element 
and said second graphic element outside of said display-and-control graphic element 
such that one of said first and second graphic elements is controlled by the other 
element of said first and second graphic elements (Fig. 1 I (a) - 1 l(c), column 7 lines 21- 
39). The combing of the graphical elements therefore provides a universal control of the 
graphical elements as one element. 

Both Edward and Moran are directed to a universal tool system using freeform to 
direct functionality onto objects. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
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have combined the teachings of Edward and Moran to allow for alteration of user 
election without going through laborious tasks of redrawing the entire gesture. 

As to dependent claim 31, Edwards teaches wherein said display-and-control 
graphic element is configured such that said local drawing surface provides a same 
operational environment as said global drawing surface (column 2 lines 7-9, column 4 
lines 13-31 Edwards teaches the user interface being implemented in a display editing 
system). 

As to dependent claim 33, Edwards as modified by Moran above teaches 
wherein said defining said operational relationship includes defining said operation 
relationships between said first graphic element in said display-and-control graphic 
element and said second graphic element outside of said display-and-control graphic 
element such that said first graphic element is controlled by said second graphic 
element (column 2 lines 35-42, Edwards teaches that the segment controller, regardless 
if it is the first or second graphic element, can control the output of a selected segment). 
Moran teaches combining the first and second graphical element (Fig. 1 l(a) - 1 l(c), 
column 7 lines 21-39). The combing of the graphical elements therefore provides a 
universal control of the graphical elements as one element. 

As to dependent claim 34, Edwards as modified by Moran above teaches 
wherein said defining said operational relationship includes defining said operation 
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relationships between said first graphic element in said display-and-control graphic 
element and said second graphic element outside of said display-and-control graphic 
element such that said second graphic element is controlled by said graphic element 
(column 2 lines 35-42, Edwards teaches that the segment controller, regardless if it is 
the first or second graphic element, can control the output of a selected segment). 
Moran teaches combining the first and second graphical element (Fig. 1 l(a) - 1 l(c), 
column 7 lines 21-39). The combing of the graphical elements therefore provides a 
universal control of the graphical elements as one element. 

As to dependent claim 35, Edwards teaches saving said first graphic element, 
said second graphic element and said display-and-control graphic element, including 
relative positions and functional associations of said first graphic element, said second 
graphic element and said display-and-control graphic element, as a log (column 8 lines 
40 through column 9 line 18). 

As to dependent claim 36, Edwards teaches generating a second display-and- 
control graphic element on said global drawing surface, said second display-and-control 
graphic element having the same characteristics of said display-and-control graphic 
element; creating a third graphic element in said second display-and-control graphic 
element, and functionally linking said first graphic element in said display-and-control 
graphic element with said third graphic element in said second display-and-control 
graphic element (Fig 17, column 10 lines 36-52). 
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As to dependent claim 37, Edwards teaches generating a second display-and- 
control graphic element on said local drawing surface of said display-and-control 
graphic element such that said second display-and-control graphic element is located 
within said display-and-control graphic element, said second display-and-control graphic 
element having the same characteristics of said display-and-control graphic element; 
creating a third graphic element in said second display-and-control graphic element, 
and functionally linking said graphic element in said display-and-control graphic element 
with said third graphic element in said second display-and-control graphic element (Fig 
17, column 10 lines 36-52). 

As to dependent claim 38, Edwards teaches functionally linking a graphic 
control device on said global drawing surface with said first graphic element such that a 
relative layering position of said first graphic element with respect to other graphic 
elements on said local global surface of said display-and-control graphic element is 
controlled by said graphic control device (Fig 19 and 20, column 53-65). 

As to dependent claim 39, Edwards teaches generating a second display-and- 
control graphic element on said global drawing surface that is associated with a 
particular graphic element on said global drawing surface, said second display-and- 
control graphic element being configured to be activated to modify a property of said 
particular graphic element (column 5 lines 7-13). 
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As to dependent claim 40, Edwards teaches said generating of said second 
display-and-control graphic element includes generating a set of display-and-control 
graphic elements, each display-and-control graphic element of said set being configured 
to be activated to modify a unique property of said particular graphic element (column 5 
lines 7-13). 

Claims 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Edwards in view of Moran in further view of DeStefano (US Patent 6184885 
B1). 

As to dependent claim 8, note the discussion above, Edwards teaches a 
display-and-control graphic element. However Edwards does not teach including one of 
a maximize switch and a close switch. DeStefano teaches using input control devices 
such as gestures to provide user input to a computer (column 5 lines 33-43). DeStefano 
also teaches interface controls such as close and maximize (column 16 lines 61-65). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have implemented the controls of close and maximize teachings 
of DeStefano with the display-and-control graphic element of Edwards to make standard 
operations of a window available within the user interface. 

As to dependent claim 20, it is rejected under the same reasoning as claim 8. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/27/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant merely states that the newly amended claims are allegedly allowable 
over the cited prior art without providing specific arguments. Furthermore, the 
limitations added onto the independent claims as of the current amendment to the 
claims are the same limitations previously indicated as being anticipated and rejected at 
least in claims 10 and 11. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/671 ,953 Page 1 5 

Art Unit: 2175 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL UM whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
5313. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Sat, 1 1 :00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L. Bashore can be reached on (571) 272-4088. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Daniel Urn/ February 12, 201 1 

Examiner, Art Unit 2175 

/D. U.I 

/William L. Bashore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2175 



